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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1  Introduction  

This Draft Supplemental Environmental Assessment and Environmental Impact Report 

Addendum (Draft SEA/EIR Addendum) for the Alcoa Dike Phase II portion of the Prado 

Separable Element of the Santa Ana River Mainstem Flood Control Project (SARMP), has been 

prepared by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) as a supplement to the Final 

Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) and EIR for Prado Basin and Vicinity, 

dated November 2001. This SEA/EIR Addendum also supplements the August 2018 Alcoa Dike 

Phase I Final SEA/EIR Addendum. The Phase I document addressed the initial clearing and 

construction of the project area associated with Alcoa Dike, for which Phase I of construction 

was initiated in 2019. A contract for Phase II construction is anticipated to be awarded in 2021. 

This Phase II Draft SEA/EIR Addendum includes more detail about associated road and utility 

modifications, addresses minor design modifications to the dike structure, and addresses 

inclusion of a segment of a regional bike trail and equestrian trail as a project betterment to 

satisfy requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).   

The purpose of the SARMP is to reduce the risk of flooding to areas within the counties of San 

Bernardino, Riverside, and Orange, currently susceptible to flooding. The Corps is the lead 

agency for compliance with NEPA, and the OCFCD, the non-federal sponsor for the Prado Dam 

separable element, is the lead agency for compliance with CEQA. The OCFCD will be 

responsible for operation, maintenance, repair, replacement, and rehabilitation of the dike. Other 

agencies (i.e., cooperating, responsible, and trustee agencies) that may use this Phase II Draft 

SEA/EIR Addendum in the decision making or permit process will consider the information in 

this document along with other information that may be presented during the NEPA/CEQA 

process. Other responsible and trustee agencies were identified in the 2001 Final SEIS/EIR and 

2018 Phase I Final SEA/EIR Addendum, and are listed again as follows: 

¶ California Department of Fish and Wildlife (previously California Department of Fish and Game) 

¶ Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board 

¶ United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

¶ California Department of Parks and Recreation 

¶ City of Corona, and 

¶ Orange County Water District. 

This Phase II Draft SEA/EIR Addendum is necessary to document and evaluate the impacts of 

design refinements on environmental resources, and to document any changed conditions in the 

project area compared to the 2018 Phase I Final SEA/EIR Addendum. Since the 2018 SEA, the 

following has been constructed or addressed by others and is not proposed to be changed: 

specifying thickness and placement method for the outer rip rap layer, an increase in the length 

and height of the dike, addition of two maintenance access roads, addition of two drainage 

structures extending through the main dike embankment, addition of two culverts extending 

through roadway embankments, three new ponding areas, addition of a single swing floodgate at 

Auburndale Street instead of a road relocation, realignment of the downstream end of the dike 
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westerly on Butterfield Drive, realignment of the upstream end of the dike to extend easterly 

along Rincon Street between Auburndale Street and Lincoln Avenue, raising of Rincon Street to 

match the elevation of the proposed dike, and road modification of Rincon Street to meet current 

design standards and realignment and reconstruct of Butterfield Drive. Phase II construction will 

complete the portion of the dike not constructed in Phase I, generally in the vicinity of road 

crossings including the south Lincoln tie-in near Butterfield Drive and the portions of the dike 

crossing Rincon Street and Auburndale Street.  

Proposed design refinements and related actions for work not undertaken as part of or associated 

with Phase I construction include: 

¶ An increase in the length of the dike alignment at the Lincoln Avenue tie-in adjacent to 

Temescal Wash and a drainage swale to Temescal Wash adjacent to and west of Lincoln 

Avenue to provide interior drainage behind the Dike. The Lincoln tie in was moved closer 

to Temescal Wash to avoid the sewer line within the Lincoln roadway embankment. 

¶ Construction of two 36-inch drainage structure extending through the main dike 

embankment; 

¶ An increase in the length of the dike alignment at the Lincoln Avenue tie-in adjacent to 

Temescal Wash 

¶ Construction of one culvert with four concrete boxes extending through the Rincon Street 

roadway embankment; 

¶ Redesign of the concrete v-ditch to an earthen contoured drainage ditch that conveys 

surface drainage to Temescal Wash; 

¶ Construction of a fourth pond or detention basins with a total storage volume of 82 acre-

feet for interior drainage behind the dike; 

¶ A new borrow site and haul route were established for Phase II construction activities; and 

¶ Butterfield Drive connector realignment to connect to Rincon Street on the reservoir side 

of the dike. 

Phase II is also proposed to include the following roadway modifications for Lands, Easements, 

Rights-of-Way (LER) obligations:  

¶ The Rincon roadway embankment would be raised to cross over the Alcoa Dike;  

¶ A portion of Auburndale Street would be restored with slight grading improvements 

so water will drain away from where the gate crosses the road. The finished ground 

next to Auburndale Street would be hydroseeded.   

Furthermore, other activities would be accommodated within and adjacent to the proposed new 

alignments of Rincon Road and Butterfield Drive.   

¶ A segment of the proposed Santa Ana River Trail (SART) would be accommodated 

within and adjacent to the proposed new alignments of Rincon Road and Butterfield 

Drive. The Corps. authorization for right-of-way would be required for the 

construction, operations, and maintenance of the SART. This Phase II action covers 

the extension through the mitigation site along Butterfield Drive up to Temescal Wash. 
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The bike path segment (varying 14 to 16-foot-wide multi-use path) would be 

immediately adjacent to the road, while an equestrian trail would be offset but roughly 

parallel to that same alignment (10-foot-wide decomposed granite (DG) trail).  

¶ The replacement of Southern California Edison transmission, distribution, and telecom 

poles/circuits by the owner. 

¶ Real estate acquisition, specifically for the south tie-in area, and utility 

removal/replacement and protection; 

¶ The temporary replacement and protection of a segment of the Inland Empire Brine 

Line by the Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority, to enable the Brine Line to 

withstand the additional load where it crosses under project features. The Corps. 

authorization for right-of-way would be required 

1.2  Project Location  

The Alcoa Dike project area is located in the city of Corona, Riverside County (Figure 1-1, 

Project Location), adjacent to Temescal Creek. Phase I and Phase II features occur along the 

southeastern perimeter of Prado Basin (Figure 1-2).  Alcoa Dike is one of several perimeter 

dikes or embankments that are being constructed around the Prado Basin as part of SARMP 

(Figure 1-3), as documented in the 2001 SEIS/EIR.  The Alcoa Dike project is located south of 

the Corona National Housing Tract dike, east of the Corona Sewage Treatment Plant dike, and 

would cross over Butterfield Dive, Rincon Street, and Auburndale Street.  The feature was 

originally named for the Alcoa aluminum plant that at one time was located in this area of the 

basin.  While that plant no longer exists in this location, the flood risk reduction that would be 

provided by this feature is still needed for other developments and private property in the area. 
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Figure 1-1 Project Location 
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1.3  Project Authority  
The SARMP is located along a 75-mile reach of the Santa Ana River in Orange, Riverside, and San 

Bernardino Counties, California. The SARMP is a comprehensive flood risk management system that was 

authorized for construction by Section 401(a) of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 

1986. 

The recommended plan for the SARMP is contained in the Phase I General Design Memorandum (GDM) 

for the SARMP (Corps 1980) and included eight elements, which were subsequently reevaluated in the 

Phase II GDM (Corps 1988). The Phase II GDM modified the SARMP by redefining the authorized 

SARMP features and clarifying that the Standard Project Flood term referred in most cases to the 190-

year flood event. Construction of the SARMP commenced in fiscal year 1989. 

 

In 2001, the Corps prepared an SEIS/EIR that addressed additional and modified features or elements in 

the vicinity of Prado Dam. The Corps also prepared a Limited Reevaluation Report (LRR) entitled Prado 

Dam Separable Element, Prado Basin & Vicinity, including Stabilization of Bluff Toe at Norco Bluffs 

Santa Ana River Basin, California, dated September 2001. This report was prepared pursuant to Section 

309(a) of WRDA of 1996, which required the Corps to ñreviewò the Prado Dam feature, a component 

feature of the SARMP. The LRR was approved by the Director of Civil Works on August 16, 2002. The 

LRR recognized, consistent with the Phase I GDM and Phase II GDM, that the purpose of the proposed 

Prado Dam improvements was to increase the reservoir storage capacity from 217,000 acre-feet to 

362,000 acre-feet and to be able to release 30,000 cfs flows from Prado Dam into the downstream 

channels. In accordance with the determination in the LRR to construct Prado Dam as a separable 

element, the Prado Dam component was removed from the definition of the project in the Local 

Cooperation Agreement (LCA) by a second modification to the LCA dated February 24, 2003. A Project 

Cooperation Agreement for the Prado Dam feature as a separable element was signed on February 11, 

2003, with OCFCD as the non-Federal sponsor. 

The specific feature of the Prado Basin and Vicinity addressed by this SEA/EIR Addendum is the Phase 

II Alcoa Dike project. 

1.4  Previously prepared documents  

Below is a list of the relevant environmental documents that have been completed for the 

SARMP. Throughout the analysis of this Phase II SEA/EIR Addendum, the following documents 

may be referenced: 

¶ Final Supplemental Environmental Assessment (SEA) and Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 

Addendum for the Phase I Alcoa Dike portion of the Santa Ana River Mainstem Flood Control 

Project (SARMP), 2018. 
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¶ Formal Section 7 Consultation, Biological Opinion on the Santa Ana River Mainstem Flood Control 

Project at the Alcoa Dike, Corona Riverside California, FWS-WRIV-08B0408-18F1350, dated 

August 23, 2018.   

¶ SEA/EIR Addendum, Santa Ana River Mainstem, Prado Dam Basin, Auxiliary Embankment 

and Floodwall Phase 2, Santa Ana River Flood Control Project, Riverside County, California, 

2017. 

¶ California Institution for Womenôs Dike SEA/EIR Addendum to EIS/EIR No 583, 2013. 

¶ Prado Basin and Vicinity, Including Reach 9 and Stabilization of the Bluff Toe at Norco Bluffs 

SEIS/EIR, United States Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District, 2001. 

¶ Reinitiation of Formal Section 7 Consultation on the Prado Mainstem and Santa Ana River Reach 

9 Flood Control Projects and Norco Bluffs Stabilization Project, Orange, Riverside, and San 

Bernardino Counties, 2012 BO Amendment (FWS-SB/WRIV/OR-08B0408-11F0551). The 

Service has issued a series of biological opinions (i.e., Service 1980, 1989, 2001, 2004, 2005, 

2012, 2013, 2015, 2017) addressing the effects of constructing, operating, and maintaining the 

SARP on federally listed species and their designated critical habitat.  The Alcoa Dike feature 

was originally evaluated in two amendments of the original SARP biological opinion dated June 

22, 1989 (1-6-88-F-6) and December 5, 2001 (FWS-SB-909.6).  

¶ Santa Ana River Mainstem including Santiago Creek. Phase II General Design Memorandum and 

Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (GDM/SEIS), United States Army Corps of 

Engineers, Los Angeles District, 1988. 

¶ Upstream Dam Alternatives Supplemental EIR, United States Army Corps of Engineers, Los 

Angeles District, 1985. 

¶ Phase I General Design Memorandum and Supplemental EIR, United States Army Corps of 

Engineers, Los Angeles District, 1980. 

¶ Survey Report and EIR, United States Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District, 1975. 
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Figure 2-1 Existing and Proposed Perimeter Dikes in Project Vicinity
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2 PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES 

2.1  Objectives, Purpose and Need 

The federal objective of water and related land resources project planning is to contribute to 

national economic development (NED). Such contributions are considered increases in the net 

value of the national output of goods and services expressed in monetary units. These 

contributions are to be consistent with the protection of the nationôs environment, pursuant to 

applicable executive orders and other federal planning programs, including the consideration of 

state and local concerns. The NED objective of the approved Santa Ana River Mainstem Flood 

Control Project (SARMP) is to provide flood risk management for portions of Orange, 

Riverside, and San Bernardino Counties, while maximizing contributions to NED. 

The Alcoa Dike feature is part of the Prado Dam separable element of the SARMP. The feature 

was analyzed in the 1988 Phase II GDM/SEIS and the design was further revised in the 2001 

Final SEIS/EIR and the 2018 Alcoa Dike Phase I Final SEA/EIR Addendum. During completion 

of the featureôs Plans and Specifications, the design of the Phase II Alcoa Dike embankment 

(Proposed Action or proposed project) was further refined. The main objective of the Proposed 

Action would be the same as the originally approved Alcoa Dike embankment, which is to 

reduce the flood risk and thereby protect the lives and properties of public and privately owned 

development in the project area.  

Statement of Need 

Due to the planned increase in height of Prado Dam to provide additional flood risk reduction to 

the surrounding communities, all properties located between elevation 556 feet and elevation 

566 feet behind the Dam would be within the expanded flood pool of the Basin, subject to 

inundation (Figure 2-1). Inundation of the basin area requires land acquisition and utility/facility 

replacements in the absence of a structural feature to prevent inundation of the area. In the 

subject area, heavily used roadways such as Rincon Road and Auburndale would be subject to 

removal or replacement in the absence of a structural feature. 

This document addresses design refinements and other changes made to the temporary and 

permanent construction footprint since the 2001 SEIS/EIR. Modification to the design was 

deemed necessary to avoid environmental, cost, and timing consequences associated with 

inundation and temporarily diverting flows and construction of the embankment and raised 

spillway. 

Statement of Purpose 

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to provide protection from predicted future inundation 

associated with the planned increased height of the Prado Dam spillway that would otherwise 

extend up to the 566-foot pool elevation in the project area.   
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Figure 3-1 Flood Risk Management Areas due to Proposed Project 

 

2.2  Comparison of Prev iously Approved Design and Proposed Action  
A comparison of the Previously Approved Design and the Proposed Action is shown below in 

Table 2.2-1. 
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Table 2-1 Differences between Previously Approved Dike Design and the Dike Design if Proposed Action is 

adopted 

Previously Approved Design (dismissed) Proposed Action-Adopted 2018 Final SEA/EIR  Phase II Proposed Action 

Approximately 5,550 feet of bank protection. 
(project feature). 

Approximately 7,530 feet of bank protection; 
minor design changes to embankment include 
height increase of 1.5 feet to 3 feet (project 
feature). 

Approximately 3000 feet of bank 
protection is being constructed during 
phase II (project feature). 

A ponding area for interior drainage behind the 
dike located at the northwest corner of the 
intersection of Rincon Street and Auburndale 
Street (project feature). 

Three additional ponding areas or detention 
basins (total of four) with a total storage volume 
of 82 acre-feet for interior drainage behind the 
dike (project feature). 

The addition of one pond or detention 
basins with a total storage volume of 82 
acre-feet for interior drainage behind the 
dike (project feature). 

-- 

Two 36-inch drainage structures extending 
through the main dike embankment, two other 
culverts extending through roadway 
embankments, a concrete v-ditch and 36 inch 
drainage pipe to Temescal Creek, a drainage 
channel from the main dike to Temescal Wash 
adjacent to and east of Auburndale Street, and a 
drainage channel from the main dike to Temescal 
Wash adjacent to and west of Lincoln Street 
(project feature). 

Two 36-inch drainage structures through 
the dike embankment, one culvert with 4 
reinforced concrete boxes extending 
through the Rincon roadway 
embankments between Pond I and II, and 
an earthen drainage swale from Pond IA 
to Pond I (project feature). 

-- 
Two 20-foot maintenance access roads - one on 
each side of the toe of the embankment (project 
feature). 

Two 7,730-foot long and approximately 
20-foot wide maintenance access roads - 
one on each side of the toe of the 
embankment (project feature).  

Raising of Auburndale Road (sponsor road 
relocation) to match the top elevation of 

proposed dike. 

Horizontal swing floodgate at Auburndale Road 
and reinforced concrete floodwall on each side of 
the floodgate (project feature). 

Horizontal swing floodgate at Auburndale 
Street and reinforced concrete floodwall 
on each side of the floodgate (project 
feature). 

--  
Extending the alignment of the dike to tie 
into Lincoln Avenue closer to Temescal 
Wash (project feature). 

-- 

Raising of Rincon Street to match the elevation of 
the proposed dike, and road modification to 
Rincon Street to meet current design standards. 
(sponsor road relocation) 

Raising of Rincon Street to match the 
elevation of the proposed dike, and road 
modification to Rincon Street to meet 
current design standards. (sponsor road 
relocation). 

-- 
Road realignment of Butterfield Drive (City of 
Corona paid element ï not a project feature or 
project-required relocation). 

Road realignment of Butterfield Drive 
(City of Corona paid element). 

  
SAWPA utility Brine Line protect in-place, 
outgrant from the Corps. 

  
SART located within the existing footprint 
of the Phase II Alcoa Dike, outgrant from 
the Corps. (betterment) 

  

The replacement of Southern California 
Edison transmission, distribution, and 
telecom poles/circuits at owner cost, new 
outgrant from Corps. 

2.3  Alternatives Evaluated and Elimina ted  

No Construction Alternative 
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The Alcoa Dike embankment as originally designed was approved for construction in the record 

of decision for the 2001 SEIS/EIR and 2018 Final SEA/EIR Addendum, and continues to be a 

required project feature to allow for operation of Prado Dam subsequent to raising of the dam 

height. Thus, not constructing this flood control improvement feature would not meet the project 

purpose and need. Therefore, the No Construction alternative has been removed from 

consideration and thus is not carried forward for further analysis. 

 

2.4 Project Alternatives (Alternatives Considered  for Environmental 
Analysis)  

Two alternatives have been carried forward for this Phase II Draft SEA/EIR Addendum.  Also 

refer to 2018 Final SEA/EIR Addendum for detailed analysis. These alternatives are: 

¶ Previously Approved Design Alternative, i.e. the No Action Alternative. 

¶ Proposed Action 

 

2.4.1 Previously Approved Design Alternative  
The Previously Approved Design Alternative is defined as constructing the Alcoa Dike 

embankment according to the plan presented by the Corps and the 2018 Final SEA/EIR 

Addendum. The proposed dike would reduce flood risk to the infrastructure, and private and 

public developments located just outside of the existing rights-of-way in the southeastern part of 

the Prado reservoir. The entire parcel (plus other privately owned development) is located within 

the proposed expanded Prado Basin reservoir inundation limit at elevation 566 foot. Studies 

indicate that it would be more economical to construct a dike between the reservoir and these 

properties than to acquire these properties for flood control purposes. 

Operation, maintenance, repair, replacement and rehabilitation (OMRRR) actions under this 

Previously Approved Design Alternative will continue to be the same as identified in the 2018 

Final SEA/EIR Addendum, Proposed Action Alternative, sub-section 2.5. With the exception of 

additional permitted removals/replacements for SART, roads, or utilities in the project footprint 

are the ownerôs responsibility to maintain. 

 

2.4.2 Proposed Action  
The Proposed Action is similar to the previously approved design alternative and associated local 

sponsor real estate actions including road and utility modifications, except for the changes 

identified in Table 2.2-1 above. This Phase II Alcoa Dike SEA/EIR Addendum addresses design 

modifications for construction, including adjustments to roadway and utility replacements. The 

Phase II Alcoa Dike SEA/EIR also evaluates outgrants and outgrant modifications for other 

utilities, roadways, and the Santa Ana River Trail (SART). 

Similar to the previously approved design alternative, the Alcoa Dike Phase II Proposed Action 

would be located on federal land within the City of Corona in Riverside County and would be 

adjacent to the existing Smith Avenue and Rincon Street. The alignment of the proposed dike 

was adjusted to minimize impacts on existing facilities such as streets, utilities, percolation 
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ponds, and other industrial and commercial development. Despite the adjustments, the proposed 

dike would also have to cross over Rincon Street, Butterfield Drive and Auburndale Street.  Both 

the 2018 Phase I Final SEA/EIR Addendum and this Phase II Draft SEA/EIR Addendum design 

included modifications to incorporate a floodgate at Auburndale Street that would eliminate the 

need to reconstruct Auburndale Street, but Rincon Street would be modified to cross the dike at 

grade.  The reservoir side of the slopes would be protected with 15 inches of stone over 12 

inches of bedding. For Phase II of the Alcoa Dike Project, the alignment further extends in the 

northerly direction, across Butterfield Drive, approximately 1,800 feet on to Corps owned 

property until it crosses Rincon Street. The alignment continues in the easterly direction parallel 

to Temescal Wash for approximately 2,200 feet on land owned in fee by the City of Corona. 

(Figure 2-2).  The City of Corona will maintain the Butterfield Drive connector. 

Under the Proposed Action,  Phase II construction consists of three 36-inch drainage structures 

extending through the main dike embankment (Figure 2-3); one culvert with 4 reinforced 

concrete boxes extending through the roadway embankments between Pond I and II; a drainage 

swale to Temescal Wash adjacent to and east of Auburndale Street; extension of the dike 

alignment to tie into Lincoln Avenue close to Temescal Wash, and a drainage swale to Temescal 

Wash adjacent to and west of Lincoln Avenue to provide interior drainage behind the Alcoa 

Dike. A single swing floodgate would be installed on Auburndale Street. Temporary detours 

would be provided as necessary during construction. 

The same equipment as used for Phase I construction would be used assuming sequential 

construction (2018 Alcoa Dike Phase I Final SEA/EIR Addendum). Construction vehicles would 

access the site from Butterfield Drive, Rincon Street, Auburndale Street, Smith Avenue, and 

Lincoln Avenue. Two approximate 20-foot wide maintenance access roads would be located 

along each side of the toe of the embankment. The staging area would be minimized to 2.045 

acres during Phase II construction.  

To provide for local drainage, Phase II would include the addition of one 36-inch drainage 

structure, for a total of three that would extend through the main dike embankment. Reinforced 

concrete boxes and an earthen drainage swale are proposed under the Rincon Street roadway 

embankment to replace the existing concrete v-ditch and a 36-inch drainage pipe.  The earthen 

drainage swale would flow adjacent to and east of Auburndale Street and adjacent to and west of 

Lincoln Avenue that would drain water to Temescal Wash. The dimensions of the swale would 

include a 3-ft (foot) trapezoidal channel with 15-inch (in) thick riprap over 12-in. thick bedding, 

10-ft trapezoidal channel with 15-in thick riprap over 12-in thick bedding, and 10-ft trapezoidal 

earthen channel.  

Alcoa Dike Phase II crosses the SAWPA Inland Empire Brine Line at two intersections, the 

California Rehabilitation Center lateral line (15 in. /1 in.) along Auburndale Street and the Brine 

Line Reach IV (3 in.) parallel to Butterfield Drive. The proposed Brine Line Protection activities 

along Auburndale Street include removal of 80 linear ft. of existing Vitrified Clay Pipe / Ductile 

Iron Pipe, one manhole and one gate valve, and furnish and install 75 linear ft. of new 18 in. 

High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) pipe along the same alignment and elevation as the existing 

pipe.  This will require the construction of one manhole at the downstream end of the pipe 

segment being replaced and furnishing and installation of a new gate valve along the same 

alignment. No bypass would be required considering the line is inactive.  Temporary dewatering 
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may include two (2) wellheads, discharge piping and water treatment equipment if necessary, to 

meet discharge requirements. In addition, the proposed action parallel to Butterfield Drive would 

involve removal of 430 linear feet of existing RCP and furnish and install 411 linear feet of new 

36" HDPE pipe along the same alignment and elevation as the existing pipe. Two additional new 

manholes at the upstream and downstream ends of the pipe segment being replaced would also 

be added along the same alignment. A temporary bypass of flow is required and consists of two 

(2) pumps and bypass piping. Temporary dewatering may include three (3) wellheads, discharge 

piping, and water treatment equipment if necessary to meet discharge requirements. 

A portion of the proposed SART would be located within the existing footprint of the Phase II 

Alcoa Dike consisting of a 12-foot-wide asphalt bike trail and a 12-foot-wide DG Hiker 

Equestrian Trail. This Phase II SEA/EIR provides NEPA compliance for the possible future 

action of issuing an outgrant for the proposed segments of trail.  Riverside County Parks and 

Recreation would maintain the trail per the outgrant. The trail passes through the Temporary 

Construction Easement (TCE) between the Alcoa Dike and the proposed Butterfield Betterment 

Drive and turns south at the terminus of Rincon Road and Butterfield Drive. The proposed SART 

would include 3H: 1V fill slopes to meet existing ground. The 2,900-foot long ñconnectorò 

segment of bike and equestrian trails would extend along the edge of a Corps mitigation site that 

was restored to offset impacts of various Santa Ana River Mainstem Project features.  

Construction of the trail would begin after completion of the proposed Alcoa Dike. The trail 

project is not part of the flood control project but is mentioned in the context of potential future 

uses of the dike. 
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Figure 4-2 Project Site Plan 
















































































































































































































